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marketing control boards, notably the Meat Board and
the Dairy Produce Board.18 These institutions attempted
to cope with the shattered prices and the accumulated
stocks by controlled marketing and price fixing, the control
being exercised, not by public servants, but by the organized
producers themselves endowed by government with adminis-
trative authority. Like the contemporary wheat pools of
Canada, the boards were planned with meticulous respect
for democratic theory, and provided for elected representat-
ives of the producers wiio sat as a majority along with some
members nominated by the government. At first they were
hopefully viewed as the nuclei of a development towards a
type of guild socialism, but such generous hopes soon
vanished. Stumbling from the outset against acute difficul-
ties, they were forced to abandon their more ambitious aims
of economic control, although on a more modest plane they
usefully reformed the modes of handling produce for over-
seas and improved the quality of the exported product.
To remedy an evident lack of co-ordination the Executive
Commission of Agriculture was created in 1934 to relate
the jurisdiction of one to another, and to provide more
direct state guidance. The Commission, however, had
scant time to demonstrate its worth, for in the following
year the Labour party came to office determined that the
government should assume direct responsibility for the
purchase of agrarian produce and that marketing should
be brought under a department of state.

6
The onset of depression after 1929 opened for New
Zealand a fresh stage in social development. Like the other
Dominions, it was particularly exposed to the sharp thrusts
of world forces, and acutely sensitive to the collapse of
markets and prices. Railways and other utilities needed
for the expansion of dairying had created a heavy fixed
28For a concise account see F. B. Stephens, "Control Boards*' in Agricultural
Organisation in New Zealand, 754-85.